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1 .Claims 1-7 and 27-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

Upon reconsideration of the case, the claims are indefinite as failing to set forth the 
proper nexus between the elements so that it would be readily understood what the 
functions and interactions between the elements are. For one thing, applicant should 
insert a preamble at line one of the independent claims detailing exactly what the 
apparatus does, le, language such -for embossing a substrate— should be inserted 
after "Apparatus" at line 1 of the independent claims. In claims 1, 27, 29 and 33, the 
relationship between the mandrel, the rod portion thereof, the ball bushing, the outer 
sleeve and the ring portion is vague and should be set forth with greater specificity. For 
instance, what is the ring portion a "portion" of? By using the terminology "rod portion", 
it is presumed that the rod portion is part of the mandrel. However, there is nothing in 
the claims indicating what ring portion is part of. In claim 1 , how does the different 
coefficient of thermal expansion for the outer sleeve affect the structure? Also in claims 
1 , 27 and 33, exactly how— ie, with what structure- does the ring portion hold a precise 
alignment of the rod portion and the embossing foil? In claims 4, 27 and 35, how does 
the thermal expansion of the ball bushing secure the ring portion to the inner dimension 
of the embossing foil? Also, how does this center the substrate with the foil? Applicant 
needs to set forth the nexus between these elements so that it is understood how these 
functions are performed. In claims 5, 30 and 33, how does the outer sleeve lift a center 
portion of the embossing foil? Again, applicant is requested to provide the structural 
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relationship between these elements. Finally, it is unclear how instant claims 7, 32 and 
37 actually limit the apparatus. Given that the apparatus is embossing a disk, this 
language would be better recited in the preamble of the claim. 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to the claims have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Applicant's comments with respect to the art rejection are persuasive. However, upon 
closer review of the claims, it is submitted that the claims need to be set forth with 
greater specificity concerning the interaction and relationship between the elements. As 
the claims stand now, they constitute a listing of elements without really defining the 
relationship— ie, nexus— between the elements. 

3. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Mathieu D. Vargot whose telephone number is 571 272- 
1211. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri from 9 to 6. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Christina Johnson, can be reached on 571 272-1 176. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
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you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



M. Vargot 

November 24, 2008 



/Mathieu D. Vargot/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 1791 



